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limit, one fourth of the States would be bound to submit
to whatever the rest should conspire to engraft upon the
original compact. Suppose the peculiar property of the
South should be abolished by a vote of three fourths to
amend by repealing that clause which guaranties (by
recognizing) its existence as an ingredient in the ratio of
election? Would this be within the scope of the amend-
ing power"? If it were, a baneful and unsuspected potency
would be given to that part of the Constitution which the
South in its best days never scented afar. Even Rawlins
Lowndes, the Patrick Henry of South Carolina, when
he declared his "sincere belief, that when the Constitu-
tion would be adopted, the Sun of the Southern States
would set never to rise again," and wished "when he
ceased to exist for no other epitaph than to have inscribed
on his tomb, 'Here lies the man who opposed the Consti-
tution,' " never comprehended even vaguely such a possi-
bility. At most however the position is, that because the
power in dispute might be acquired by amending, there-
fore it may be taken by violating the Constitution. For
if amendment be necessary to its exercise, to exercise it
without must assuredly be unconstitutional. Were the
power to be taken by amendment^ the remedy with the
minority would then be, secession from the Union,—
when it.is taken by violation, the remedy is, by State
Veto.
You suggest that we should waive the question of the
constitutionality of the Tariff and take up our position
upon its expediency, altho' you are yourself in its favor
on the latter ground. In a free and republican country
we say no government has a right in any way to interfere
even beneficially with the industry, enterprise, and avoca-
tions of its citizens, altho' all were equally benefited by

